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fag PICTETUS, in the Words 
%@ of my Motto, reduces Evi. 
toa mere Miffine of the Mark, 
by fo familiar a Similitude, 
that it is impoffible not to. 
comprehend it. None fet 
upa Mark ({ays that Beft of 
Stoicks) in order to mifs it ; 
| SAL Evil cannot be a pofitive 

Thing in Nature, fet zp, to be avoided. Evil there- 
fore is nothing but miffing the Mark, viz. Miftake, 
Error, Ignorance. It has been a Subject of long 
Conteftation both in old Times, and in our prefent 
e, Whether there is fuch 2 Thing as pofitive Evil. 
The Stoicks abfolutely deny’d it, Epicurus fays, Cor- 
ral Pain is that alone, which deferves the Name 
of Evi. IN ITSELF; for, as to thofe of the Mind, 
which frequently exceed the fbarpeft Pains of the Body, 
fuch as may avife from the Lofs of Hoxour, Riches, 





Friends, Wife, Children, being the Growth of falfe 


Opinion, in regard that all fuch Things are without 
the Circle of ourfelves, and fo cannot touch us, but 
by the Intervention of Opinion, WHICH WE COIN TO 
OURSELVES ; they are not to be coniider’d as real 
Evils. He further adds on this Subject, That 2 
wife Man, tho invaded and furrounded with the cru- 
elleft of Torments, may yet keep Poffelfion of his Hap- 
pinefs. ‘This is giving, in good meature, the Exclu- 
fion to Evil, and comes as near as poflible to the 
Maxim held by the Sroicks, That Pain is no Evil, {o 
much Jaugh’d at, even by the prefent Admirers of 
Epicurus. I fhall noc prefent my Readers, with this 
Philofopher’s Receipt to preierve Happine/s in Pain, 
it being too rare to be of any general Service, amongft 
us. 
I can’t help remarking on this Occafion, with Sur- 


~ 


sonformity be- 


prize and Pleafure, the very grear C 


tween thefe two Philoiophers, in their Notions con—- 


cerning what ought or ought not to affect the Wisk 
Man. Epicurvus fays, That “ fuck-Grief as may 
“ be occafion’d by the Lofs of Honour, Riches, 
“ Friends, Wife, Children, ought not to affect the 
“ wife Man’s Happinefs, BEING WITHOUT THE 
“ CrrcLe oF ovrseives. ” Epicrerus, © If 
“ thou wile have thy Wife, thy Children, or thy 
“ Friends, live for ever, thou art a Fool; for thou 
< wile have iN THY Power THE ‘THINGS WHICH 


© 


“ aRE NOT. Likewiie, if thou loveft chem, fay 


finitely perfe#* The 


“ that thouloveft 2 Man; and if one or other chance 
“ to die, thou fhalt nor be TROUBLED, becaufe’ 
** thou didft confider well, that he was MORTAL.” » 

I may take another Opportunity of tracing a much 
greater Conformity between the pure Morals of Epi- 
curus (I confine it to him, and mean not the Pers 
verfion of his Philofophy, which now goes’ by the 
Name of Epicurean) and the Stoicks, and fhew, that 
excepting this Latter’s Notion of the Diviniry, wheres 
in he contradicts abfolutely the Stoical Pronea, they 
differ more in Form, than Effentials. 

I fhall not, in this Paper, offer any Arguments to 
exclude natural Evil, fuch as the Badnefs of fome 
Climates, the Venom of fome Animals, gc. from 
the Syftem of the Univerfe, which have been, by 
fome ia-svivksr’, thought original Defects, and 
occafion’d a Doubt of an intelligent, and good Prin- 
ciple; becaufe this Notion has been generally ex- 
ploded, and thefe apparent Evils fhewn not to be 
real. 

I fhall confine the Evil I intend to treat of, to 
that which goes by the Name of moral, and refers to 
human Actions. As to corporal Pain, which the 
Stoicks affert to be no Evil, and Epicurus fays, may 
be {uffer’d without deftroying Happinefs, it may be 
neceflary to fay a few Words explicatory of that No- 
tiom 

To reafon, for one Inftant, abftractedly: Philo- 
fophy will never fay, Ic is evil, that any Syftem of 
Being, under infizite Perfection, fhould, by necel- 
fary Caufe, be fubject to Diforder; fince, ‘take the 
higheft Being, that can be conceiv’d, enrich it with 
the fulleft Extenfion of Powers, Faculties. and Qua- 
diges, fo far as it is fhort of infinite Perfection, -to 
Femi it be fubjeét, in Rerum Natura, to Diforder 

- To fay that it is evil, it fhould be {0, is 
to talk unphilofophically ; or, in other Words, to 
fay, It is evil, that every particular Syftem is not in- 
ly per ereateft of Abfurdities. 
When therefore the Stoicks afferted, That Pain was 
no Evil, and Epicarus faid, Ic might be borne, with- 
out deftroying Happine/s, [ take it, that they did nor 
mean, that it was not relatively evil to the Body thar 
felt itr, but that it was not evi/, a Syftem, like the 
human or animal ¥rame, endud with Senfation, 
fhould feel Pain. ‘Yo fay, That the Pain felt is nor 
bad, or evil to Senfation ; that a fharp Point, or a 
burning Pinger, apply’d to Man, or Beaft, is not evi! 

to 
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to fuch Man, or Beaft, or a racking Fit of the Stoxe, 
or Gout, or any other Diforder, is what, I dare fay, 


curus Meant. 


neither the Stoicks, nor & curUs | : 
1, beifig rélative to Sen/e- 


Tue Evil of Pain, t 


eHive. aflert, in negative Terms, That it is evil to 
= Sou fation ; pag Condition atinex’d to Sen- 
fation, is to feel; and Pleafure, which is call’d a 
Good; is convey’d in the fame Manner (that is, by 
the Organ of Senfation) to the Body that feels it, that 
P4in is, and is as much a Proof of Imperfection, as 
a, it faid here, That tho’ the Evil of Pain is re- 
lative to Senfation, it is pofitive to me who feel it; 
and that no Philofophy can prove, that the Gout, 
the Stone, or any other Pain, isnot evil. I can only 
anfwer, That it is the unalterable Condition of all 
Syftems, or Beings whatfoever, under the infinitely 
ropa, to be fubject to Diforder , without any Re- 


flection on the Eternal Principle of Things That,. 


as to Pain being a politive Evil, thofe that main- 
tain it is, tacitly fay Deity is wnjuft, or imperfect, or 
bad; unjuft, to bring Creatures into Being, under 
Conditions evil to their Natures; imperfect, if he 
can’t help it; and bad, if he cam, but won't. We 
mutt therefore either confels, it is not evil, Things 
fhould be as they are, and therefore that thefe Things 


are not pofitive Evils, or elfe charge the Author of 


re, with Injuftice, Imperfection, or Badnef;. 
em each ae, of thefe two Syftems, which he 
thinks beft; let the Szoick Profeffor arm his Courage 
with thefe Sentiments, that may enable him to com- 
bat Pain, by reflecting, that it is the Condition of all 
inferior Beings, to be fubject to it; and that it is not 
only right it fhould be fo, but impoffible it could be 
otherwife: Let the repining Philofopher arraign the 
Author of Nature, and exclaim againft him, for 
making him fenfible; let his Abfurdity tax his Good- 
nefs, for making Pain a Condition of Senfation; let 
him go further, and call his Power in queftion, that 
pe not maké it otherwife; let him {till go on, 
and not thank him for fuch an Exiftence. What 
will allthisamountto? The difcontented Wretch will 
feel double Pain; he'll feel the natural ones his Frame 
is fubjeét to, and thofe of the Mind which he creates 
to himfelf. ‘The Stoick, on the contrary, that can 
carry Reafon fo far from SELF, as to confider his 
own Conftrudfion, State, and Circumftance, inits E/- 
fence, and pure Nature, abftractedly, will find, 
however powerfully Ser will plead, by its own 
Feeling, that fince PERFECTION alone can be exempt 
from Pain, it isno Evil, that evety Thing inferior 
ould be fubject to it. 
— it be ed, That the Knowing a Thing to be 
unavoidable increafes, inftead of diminifhing the 
Evil of it; and that the Stoick is a chimerical Hero, 
out of Nature, who pretends, THAT KNOWLEDGE 
can be any Eafe to Paix; I would only ask, Which 


comes neareft the Character of the wife Man, hewho 
repines, becaufe he cannot efcape what is unavoid- 
ables of he who, confcious of .this Truth, endes- 


vouts to {uit himfelf to. it and bear it > If p —— 
tion, thofe that aflert Patz to be evil, bad or de- ' i 5 : ain is 


afinex’dito dependent Natures, abOrigine, and in Ef 
fentia; and that it Cannot be otherwife, then is jr no 
real Evil, in the Nature of Things. 

IN this Manner I believe we muft underftand thar 
Maxim of the Stoicks, That Pain is no E vil, and nor 


that it is not evil to the human Body, ~confider’d-as~ 


a Body, endu’d with Senfation, to fuffer Pain. 
As‘to moral Evil, or the Evil of human AGions 
let us take the Inftance of Medea, who murder’d her 
Children. ee 
THe Evil of this Aion was not in the Sharp Steel 
that pierc’d the Infants Fleth ; for it is natural for 


Sbarp Bodies, to pierce blunter ones; neither was it 


in tite Hand that guided the Steel, for the fame Rea- 
fon. It muft be then in the Sentiments, or Mind 
that prompted to the Act. ‘ 

MEDEA mutt have been convine’d, it was not 
good to embrue her Hands in the Blood of her own 
Children. Why then did fhe? Becaufe the thought 
it better, and more profitable, to revenge herfelf on 
her Husband. She could not think {o. Why then 
(Once more) did the commit the Aé&t ? 

Every Action has its Spring; what we do, is pre- 
ceded, either inflantaneoufly, or more flowly, by 
fomething that determines us. It appear’d more eli- 
gible to Medea, to fatiate her Revenge, than to {pare 
her Children, tho’, according to her own W ords; 
fhe knew better. She was deceiv’d by her Paffion, 
that feadadadbet as the greater Good in her Eyes, Re- 
venge in{tead of motherly Love. She aed accord- 
ing to what fhe then felt to be the greateft Good. 
The Evil of this Action lies in her being deceived in 
a Point of the greateft Moment; in her being blind 
to the Impulfe of Reafon, and not sEEING at thar 
Inftant, but miffing the Mark. 

THE Evil then of all moral Actions, like natural 
Evil, will be reduc’d to this: Thar a Creature made 
up like the human Creature, of different Paffions, 
will at times be influenc’d by them, and be fubjeét to 
commit Actions contrary to Reafon, being thereto 
prompted by fomething, which at that ‘Time appears 
more eligibleand better to bedone. But fuch Actions 
are not really better. No: There lies the Deceit, the 
Error, the Iguorance, the Miffing of the Mark; we 
are mifiaken, We err, and are deceived. 

Tam fenfible much may be advanc’d againft this 
Sentiment. I fhall therefore referve any further LIllu- 
{tration of it, till fuch Objeftions may be brought 
againft ir, as may deferve Notice. Inthe mean ume 
I look upon it, as an Inlet to the tendereft Compat- 
fion, and mott ex®enfive Humanity ; {ince even the 
Guilty, thofe who deferve and meet Punifhment, be- 


come Objects of it. TF) 
ff. 
i 
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